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- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 1 33). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )K Responsive to communication(s) filed on 12 June 2004 . 
2a)^ This action is FINAL. 2b)D This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quay/e, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Claim(s) 1-22 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) ^ Claim(s) 1-22 is/are rejected. 

7) Q Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) ^ The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121 (d). 
11 )□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 9 

12)D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)D All b)D Some * c)D None of: 

1 0 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. Q Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed 6/21/04 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. The Applicant argues that Sehr teaches away from the access to 
confidential personal information regarding a purchaser, and more particularly, financial 
information regarding the purchaser and transactions to which they are a party. The 
Examiner directs the Applicant to Sehr, Col. 22, lines 15-25 which teaches about the 
use of digital signatures to certify data and security keys to guarantee the integrity of the 
card data and database information. The Examiner submits that the data on the card is 
separate and distinct in form and therefore rendering it stand-alone for all practical 
reasons. Because the various data on the card is key protected, the data does not exist 
to an individual who (a) does not know it is there and (b) does not have the access key. 
The Applicant argues because there is other data on the Sehr card, it is not the same as 
a card that has only dedicated data to one event. The Examiner submits that the Sehr 
card does and will provide the same security and outcome as the Applicant's card and 
therefore, there is no new unique and non-obvious features presented by the 
application. 
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Response to Amendment 

The amendment to the remove the hyperlink has been reviewed and still does 
not correct the objection. The Applicant has effectively replaced one hyperlink with 
another. The Examiner recommends that the sentence be written as such: Information 
about IBIP can be found on the U.S. Postal Service web site. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Sehr U.S. 6,609,658 B1 and Hayosh U.S. 6,212,504 B1. 

3. 

4. As per claims 1 , and 12: 

Sehr does not expressly use the terms, electronically purchased item (EPI) or 
redeemable ticket in his teachings about utilizing multi-application traveler's cards. 
However, he does state and teach that one of his objectives is, " an objective of the 
invention (is) to provide for a method of using the passenger card for the purchase of 
goods and services offered by the plurality of service providers, and of determining if the 
card-based payment means is valid." Col. 3, lines 22-30. 
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However these differences are only found in the nonfunctional descriptive 
material and are not functionally involved in the steps recited. The purchasing and 
verification of the EPI would be performed the same regardless of the data. Thus, this 
descriptive material will not distinguish the claimed invention from the prior art in terms 
of patentability, see In re Gulack, 703 F.2d 1381, 1385, 217 USPQ 401, 404 (Fed. Cir. 
1983); In re Lowry, 32 F.3d 1579, 32 USPQ2d 1031 (Fed. Cir. 1994). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made call a goods or services purchased an electronically- 
purchased item or a redeemable ticket, etc, because such data does not functionally 
relate to the steps in the method claimed and because the subjective interpretation of 
the data does not patentably distinguish the claimed invention. 

Sehr further addresses the use of a digital signatures and authenticity codes to 
protect against fraudulent use. Col. 22, lines 10-25. 

Sehr further discloses " said verification-related digital certificate information 
containing no access to purchaser-related financial information". Col. 22, lines 15-25. 

As per claims 2-7, 1 1 , 1 3-1 8, and 22: 

Sehr discloses the claimed invention except for the electronically readable indicia 
being in the format of a bar code. Hayosh teaches that it is known in the art that one 
form of electronically readable indicia is a bar code for value documents. Fig. 2. It would 
have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to provide the tickets and data generated in Sehr with the bar code self 
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identification of Hayosh because, bar coding of critical information is common and well 
known to facilitate efficient techniques in processing documents. 

As per claims 8-1 0, and 19-21: 

Sehr provides for the use of smart cards and the concept of that his traveler's 
cards can also be personal computers, handheld terminals or any pocket-sized 
computer configuration. Col. 6, lines 20-25. 

Examiner's Note: Examiner has cited particular columns and line numbers in the 
references as applied to the claims below for the convenience of the applicant. 
Although the specified citations are representative of the teachings in the art and are 
applied to the specific limitations within the individual claim, other passages and figures 
may apply as well. It is respectfully requested from the applicant, in preparing the 
responses, to fully consider the references in entirety as potentially teaching all or part 
of the claimed invention, as well as the context of the passage as taught by the prior art 
or disclosed by the examiner. 

Conclusion 

5. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
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mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Daniel L. Greene whose telephone number is 703-306- 
5539. The examiner can normally be reached on M-Thur. 8am-6pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, James P. Trammell can be reached on 703-305-9768. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703- 
872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR sysfernT&oqtact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). I \. x^X%v 



